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DIVISION FOUR 
 
B191013 Watts Industries, Inc., et al.   (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Zurich American Insurance Company 
 

The denial of Zurich's set aside motion is affirmed.  Respondents are to 
recover their costs on appeal. 

 
         Epstein, P.J. 
 
   We concur: Manella, J. 
     Suzukawa, J. 
 
 
DIVISION FIVE 
 
B190534 People    (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Samuel Walden 
 

The Penal Code section 1202.1, subdivision (a) testing order is reversed. 
Upon issuance of the remittitur, the trial court is to conduct further 
proceedings, if elected by the prosecution, at which evidence may be 
offered to establish probable cause to support the order. The judgment is 
affirmed in all other respects. 

 
         Turner, P.J. 
 
   We concur: Armstrong, J. 
     Mosk, J. 
 
 



March 5, 2007 (Continued) 

DIVISION FIVE (Continued) 
 
B188817 People    (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Jerry Tucker 
 

The judgment is affirmed. 
 
         Mosk, J. 
 
   We concur: Turner, P.J. 
     Kriegler, J. 
 
 
DIVISION SIX 
 
B189549 Harris    (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Harris 
 

The order is affirmed.  Respondent shall recover costs on appeal. 
 
         Gilbert, P.J. 
 
   We concur: Coffee, J. 
     Perren, J. 
 
 
B193221 Mendez    (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Steele 
 

The order awarding attorney fees to respondent is affirmed.  Respondent 
shall recover her costs on appeal. 

 
         Yegan, J. 
 
   We concur: Gilbert, P.J. 
     Coffee, J. 
 



March 5, 2007 (Continued) 

DIVISION SIX (Continued) 
 
B188380 Marquez   (Not for Publication) 
   v. 
   Advantage Physical Therapy 
 

The judgment is affirmed.  Respondents are to recover costs. 
 
         Perren, J. 
 
   We concur: Gilbert, P.J. 
     Yegan, J. 
 
 
DIVISION SEVEN 
 
B195282 Bridget A. et al.,  (Certified for Publication) 
  v. 
  Superior Court, Los Angeles County 
  (DCFS, r.p.i.) 
 

Let a peremptory writ of mandate issue directing respondent juvenile court 
to vacate that portion of its order of November 6, 2006 terminating 
jurisdiction over Bridget A. and Christopher A., as well as their siblings 
Joseph and Xochitl E., to issue a new order setting a hearing to determine 
whether continued court supervision is necessary to ensure the children's 
safety in the home of their mother and to conduct further proceedings not 
inconsistent with this opinion. 

 
        Perluss, P.J. 
 
  We concur: Johnson, J. 
    Zelon, J. 
 
 
 



March 5, 2007 (Continued) 

DIVISION EIGHT 
 
B186417 Kollerbohm   (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  County of Los Angeles et al., 
 

The order entering judgment notwithstanding the verdict is affirmed and the 
case is remanded to the trial court for the purpose of ascertaining damages.  
Julio Kollerbohm is entitled to recover his costs on appeal. 

 
        Boland, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Flier, J. 
 
 
B190385 Los Angeles County, D.C.S.  (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Susan C. 
  In re Micaela C., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law. 
 

The order terminating parental right is conditionally reversed, and the cause 
is remanded to the juvenile court with directions to conduct such further 
proceedings as are necessary to establish full compliance with the notice 
requirements of the ICWA.  If, after compliance, no response is received 
from any of the tribes or the Bureau of Indian Affairs indicating Michaela 
is an Indian child, or the responses received indicate Michaela is not an 
Indian child within the meaning of the Act, the order terminating parental 
rights shall be immediately reinstated and such further proceedings as are 
appropriate shall be conducted.  If any of the tribes or the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs determines that Michaela is an Indian child within the meaning of 
the Act, the dependency court shall proceed accordingly.  In all other 
respects, the orders are affirmed. 

 
        Rubin, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Flier, J. 
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DIVISION EIGHT (Continued) 
 
B183209 Chase    (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  County of Los Angeles 
 

The judgment is affirmed.  The respondents are entitled to recover their 
costs on appeal. 

 
        Boland, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Rubin, J. 
 
 


